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-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address ~ 
THE REPLY FILED .19 November 2007 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 

1 0 The reply was filed after a final rejection, bui prior to or on the same day as filing a Notice of Appeal To avoid abandonment of 

2!fJ?fh^i!^v15^ rt mu !V im f y t 008 ° f % f0ll0Win9 fep,ieS: (1) an amendment, affidavit, or other evidenctwhich 
* Lc! f P r 10 «n condition for aHowance; (2) a Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee) in compliance with 37 CFR 41 3 V or (3) 

Conhnued Btam«n (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. The reply must be filed within one of the following 

a) 0 The period for reply expires ^months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) L^LTl f0f reP,V e ?!l BS ' ( ' ] the ma '" in9 dale ° f * h,s Advisory Aclion - °' (2 > ,he date «t forth in the final rejection, whoever is later In 
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection 

So MONTHS CHECK BOX ( b ) WHEN THE F 1RS T REPLY WAS FILED WITH.N 

L?» n ^°" S n f ^ e ,r^ ° e ? mmtS undef 37 CFR '• 136(a) ' The daie on whicn the P"*" under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension fee 
^Zl^rrnVV 7 ^ mS ° f FT* ° f de,erminin S «w Period of extension and the corresponding amount of ttie fee Th apZS ^ex.ensTon fee 

Z Zi n Ts L f CUl ! ,e °, fr ° m: <1 > ,he expi ' a,ion dale of ,he shortfin e« staiut0f y Penod for reply onginally set in Ihe to^S w ^ 

set form m (b ) above, rf checked. Any reply received by the Office later than th.ee months after the making date o Uhe final feKkm ^Sm^ fc? 
may reduce any earneo patent term adjustment See 37 CFR t 704(b) rejection, e^en i, timely filed. 

NOTICE OF A PPEAL 

2 D_ Sfn^M ? ApP r?' W ^ -I - d °" ~^r' A brief com P ,ia " ce with 37 CFR 4 1 .37 must be filed within two months of the date of 
filing he Not.ce of Appeal (3 7 CFR 41 .37(a)), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 41 .37(e)) to avoid dismissal 

^™ Tl? APPea ' h3S bee " filSd - any reD,y muS * be fi,ed within ,he (ime P« ri ° d set forth in ?7 CFR 41^75 PP 

lo the date of filing a brief, will not be entered because 
(a) U They raise new issues (hat would require furlher consideralion and/or search (see NOTE below)' 
fb) U They raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below); 

fC) D wiraSo? 6 ^ 10 Pi3Ce aPPliCati ° n 10 beHer f0rm f0f appeal ^ materially reducing or simplifying the issues for 

(<*)□ They present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 

NOTE: . (See 37 CFR 1 . 1 16 and 41.33(a)). 

4. □ The amendments are not In compliance with 37 CFR 1.121, See attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (PTOL-324) 
§ U Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejeclion(s): . 

6 ' 0 n^o^^^" 6 da,m(S) W ° Uld be a,,0Wable if SUbmiUed in 3 Separate ' tfm ^ ^ amendment canceling the 

7. m For purposes of appeal the proposed amendments): a) □ will not be entered, or b) H will be entered and an explanation of 

how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended explanation or 

The status of the claim{s) is (or wilt be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: '. 

Ciaim(s) objected to: 
Ctaim(s) rejected: 2-13. 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 

AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER EVIDENCE 

8. □ The affidavit or other evidence filed after a final action, but before or on the date of filing a Notice of Appeal will not be entered 

because applicant failed to provide a showing of good and sufficient reasons why the affidavit or other eviden^^ 
was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR hi 16(e). necessary ana 

9 ' ° I?*2S2 ° f 0, tlf " 6 ^ enCe f,le i 3fter (he dale 0f fHin9 a Notice of bul P fi0f t0 * he <* "«n9 a brief will not be 

entered because the affidavit or other evidence failed to overcome ah rejections under appeal and/or appettan faHs o provide a 
showing a good and sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented See 37 CFR 41 33(d)(1 i 

Si?. 1*1 ^o aV,t ° r 0,her evidence ls emered > An explanation of the status of the claims after entry is beiow or attached 
REQU EST FOR RECONSIDERATION/OTHER Y audcnea. 

h3S been con$idered bul does N0T P ,ace ^ application in condition for allowance because: 

12 □ Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s), (PTO/SB/08) Paper No(s). /) v 

1 3. □Other: . 
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Continuation ot 11. does NOT place the appl.cal.on in condition for allowance because: 1) Applicant's arguments regarding claim 3 (After 
Fine Amendment pages 2-3) s ate thai Cohen fails to teach or suggest selecting Ihe image information to be received accordingTo unique 
identification information allocated to each photography device, transmitted from the image information transmission means The 

f~ T P - / Sa9re f C ° hen S , ta,eS ,hat pic,ures !aken b * more ,han one image-capturing device (10) may be transferred to 

the DDST dev.ce (1 00) (page 5, paragraph 59). Additionally, Cohen states that after acquiring images in the digital camera ^HO when a 
user wants to download digitized image data from the camera (10) to the DDST device (100). Ihe uier must establish a communicatfons 
Zl u^T ,he n ca T ra < 1 °> l n d ,he DDST device < 10 °> (Pase 6. paragraph 65). Cohen further states that when USbSSS is 
^1 R m Cai ' 0n ? USB co,T,munical ' ons P rol ^<* « nanager includes a procedure for identifying newly connected devices ?10) 
and the USB commun.cat.ons protocol or manager can be used to automatically initiate a procedure to completely estaoSh the 

^ZhuTS "?£ 3nd ' n,t, f 16 ,he in ' 0mia,i0n ,ranSfer (pa9e 6 ' para 9 raph 65 > Since USB communica,ion s y pro ocoi -nc udes a 
procedure for .dent.fy.ng newly connected devices it is inherent that each photography device (10) must have unique identification 
information and the identification information must be transmitted to the data processing device (DDST device 100) via an imaoe ) 
information transmission means (port 120a). Therefore, it can be seen that Cohen discloses that the data processing device (DDST 1001 
receives image ^formation from a plurality of photography devices (10) and further comprises received image selection means that 
selects the .mage information according to the Unique identification information allocated to said each photography device (101 
transmitted from the image information transmission means (port 120a) (only cameras 10 that have been identified by the USB 

pr0t0C01 ° f the DDST d ^ e 100 and have had 3 communications link established with the DDST device 100 are capable 
of transmitting image information to the DDST device 100) « C v«-«. >"u <J.e oapaoie 

Sr=™rIr« n L S .f? n T en i S re9ardin 9 c,aim 2 < Afier Final Amendment pages 3-4) states that the combination of the Cohen and the Park 
references fails to teach an .mage transmission means lhat has a (unction to transmit identification information in association with Ihe 

frS^ ? Pr T SSin9 d f ViCeS ' SpeCifica " y ' ,he app,icant s,a,es 1hat ne » her reference disctoSs 

.ransm.lling image data and additional information to a plurality of processing devices. The Examiner respectfully disagrees Cohen 

discloses a digital I camera (10) that is capable of connecting to a DDST device (100) through a USB port or wirelesSrouqhThe uL of 
Bluetooth ch,ps. Therefore, since Cohen teaches that Ihe camera is capable of connecting to remote devices usfo BluetS techrSoav 
rt is clear that the camera is capable of transferring image data to a plurafrty of processing devices Bluetooth technology 

3) Applicant's arguments regarding claim 2 (After Final Amendment page 4) state that the Park reference fails to teach identification 
information unique to a camera, that is transmitted in association with an acquired image. The Examiner maintains that the combination of 
^t Sna T Pa * ' eferenc * s ,eaches a « ° f ««> »^i» a «ons of claim 2. Cohen provides the teaching of transmit ing adtiS data 
metadata) along with image data to remote devices(Cohen page 6, paragraph 63) The Park reference was cited to show that i. is well 
known in me camera art to transmit information indicating an identification of a camera to a remote device. Therefore the comb naifon of 
the Cohen and Park references provides all of the limitations of claim 2 wwiora. me comomation of 

tln^T'l ar fZ entS , mm F> H Bi Arnendmen < pages4-5) state that the camera disclosed by the Park reference can not act 
nuependent y of other devices. However, this argument is moot because the claim does not require lhat ihe photography device must art 
inaependentiy from other , devices. The claim only requires that the processor and the camera are remote from each S Zt came a 
JShinn ? COmpule ' h (2 ,° d,sclosed ^ Pa * ™ remote from each other. Additionally, (he Examiner notes ihafcohw p ov deVST 
teaching o a camera that is remote from a processor and that can act independently from other devices. The Park referent °* c ted to 
show that it is wet known in the camera art to transmit information indicating an identification of a camera to a remo e device TheSoi 
the combination of the Cohen and Park references provides all of the limitations of claim 2 fierefore. 
5)Appl,canf s arguments regarding claim 8 (Amendment page 5) states lhat Ihe Duita reference fails to cure Ihe deficiencies of the Cohen 
and Park references as disclosed above. Therefore, the responses given above also apply to claim 8 «'««naas of the Cohen 
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